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Proposed Code Change - Langquage

Please provide your proposed code change in strikeout/underiine format.  Provide the specific
language you would like to see changed, with new words gnderlmed and words to be delsted
should be stiken. Also, state whether the language contained in your proposal is from a code

baok or from an amendment currertly found in Minnesota Rule. (You may provide the language
(electronically) on a separate, atiached sheet). : .

Proposed amendment for the 2012 IBC Section 1013.8 - Window sills, regarding window fall

prevention:

1013.8 Window sills. In Occupancy Groups R-2 and R-3, one- and two- family and mnltiple-family-
dwellings, Whm: the opening of the sill portion of an upemblr. wmdnw is hcaied more thml 72 mches (1 829

| Mmmﬁﬁpemble gections of mnduws sha]l nDt perm1t npemngs that a]low passage uf
. ] a 4-inch (102 mm) sphere where such openings are located within 3624 inches (915 610 mvn) of the fimished -
floor. ‘
Exceptions: o
1. Operable windows where the sill portion of the opening is located more than 75 feet (22,860

mm) above the finished grade or surface below and that are provided thh window fall
prevention devices that comply with ASTM F 2006,

2. Windows whose openings will not a A-inch-diameter (102 mm) sphere to pass through the

* opening when the window is in its largest opened position.

3. Openings that are provided with window fall prevtion devices that comply with ASTM F
2090,

4. Windows that are provided with window opening conizol demces that comply with Se:ctmn
1013.8.1 -




6. Replacement of windows.

1013.8.1 Window opening control devices. Window opening conirol devices shall comply with ASTM F
2090. The window opening control device, after operation to release the control device allowing the window
to filly open, shall not reduce the minimum net clear opening area of the window unit to less than the area
required by Section 1029.2.

Additional information only: Propoesal submitied and approved by 1309 AC to AMEND 2012 IRC
Section R312.2 regarding Window Fall Prevention

1309.0312 SECTION R312, GUARDS AND WINDOW FALL PROTECTION

R312.2 Window fall protection. Window fall protection shall be provided in accordance with Section
R312.2.1 and R312.2.2

R312.2.1 Window sills. In dwelling units, where the opening of an operable window is located more than
72 inches (1829 mm) above the finished grade or surface below, the lowest part of the clear opening of the
window shall be a minimum of 24 inches (610 mm) above the finished floor of the room in which the
window is located. Qperable sections of windows shall not permit openings that allow passage of a 4-inch
(102 mm) sphere where such openings are located within 24 inches (610 mm) of the fimished floor.

Exceptions:

1. Windows whose openings will not allow a 4-inch-diameter (102 mm) sphere to pass through
the opening when the window is in its largest opened position. '
2. Openings that are provided with window fall prevention devices that comply with
ASTM F 2090,
3. Windows that are provided with window opening control devices that comply with Section
R312.2.2

4. Replacement of windows.

R312.2.2 Window opening control devices. Window opening control devices shall comply with ASTM F
2090. The window opening control device, after operation to release the control device allowing the window
to fully open, shall not reduce the minimum net clear opening area of the window unit to less than the area

required by Section R310.1.1.

Additional information onlv: __ Proposal submitied and approved by 1309 AC to DELETE
MR1303.2300 regarding Window Fall Prevention




Proposed Code Change — Need and Reason

Please provide a thorough explanation of the need for this change and why this proposed code
change is a reasonable change. During the rulemaking process, the Agency must defend the
need and reasonableness of all its proposed changes. The Agency must submit evidence that is
has considered all aspects of the proposal. (You may provide the need and reason (electronically)
on a separate attached sheet).

The proposal offers to utilize the 2012 IRC and IBC model code document text with amendments as
required to address window fall protection in lieu of the current MR 1303.2300 provisions. The proposal as
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shown adopts the 2012 TBC text as written with the exclude replacement windows and specific occupancy
uses classified as Group R-2 occupancies in [BC Section 310.1.

A similar proposal has been submitted to the 1309 Advisory Committee for the adoption of the 2012 IRC.
Part of this proposal will address the window sill height dimension which is different between the 2012 IRC
(24 inches) and 2012 IBC (36 inches). The proposal will request that both code documents use the same
wmdow sill height of 24 inches.

Dunng the adoption of the 2006 IRC and IBC the provisions where amended out the code documents
because of the uncertainty of pending legislation. House File 1078 and legislation required that the
Department of Labor and Industry to adopt rule language to address window fall prevention and establish a
scope that included building occupancies, and types, locations and sizes of windows that will require falt
prevention devices.

Based on information offered to the Window Fall Prevention Advisory Committee, window fall prevention
was determined to apply to apartment, condominium, hotel, and motel occupancy groups. Since the
adoption of the MR, 1303.2300 rule language (effective 7-1-2009), there have been nuwmerous reports of
children falling from windows beyond the scoping of the rule language. With the adoption of the 2012
international code documents we have an opportunity to broaden the scoping requirements and additional
amendment text to the TRC and IBC model codes. It seems reasonable to take advantage of this opportunity
to further protect the children in the State of Minnesota.

Proposed Code Change — Cost/Benefit Analysis

Please consider whether this proposed code change will increase/decrease costs or indicate that
it will not have any cost implications and explain how it will not. If there is an increased cost, will
this cost be offset somehow by a life safety or other benefit? If so, please explain. Are there any
cost increases/decreases to enforce or comply with this proposed code change? If so, please
explain. (You may provide the cost/benefit analysis (electronically) on a separate, attached
sheet).

There will be no additional costs related to the approval of the proposed amendment.

Other Factors to Consider Related to Proposed Code Change

1. |s this proposed code change meant to:

X change language contained in a published code book? If so, list section(s).
IBC 1013.8

change language contained in an existing amendment in Mlnnesnta Rule? If so, list
Rule part(s).

[] delete language contained in a published code book? If s0, list section(s).

delete language contained in an existing amendment in Minnesota Rule? If so, list Rule
part(s).



